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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to the communication filed on March 25, 2004. 
Claims 1-17 are pending. At this time, claims 1-17 are rejected. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement (IDS) filed on January 13, 2005. 
The submission is in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the 
information disclosure statement is being considered by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be. negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ishiguro et al (US 7,143,445), and further in view of Chou (US 5,638,444). 

a. Referring to claim 1: 

i. Ishiguro teaches an electronic reference system comprising: 

(1) a portable electronic reference device having 
memory, a keyboard, a display and a processor (see Figure 3 and more details on 
column 7, lines 26-65 of Ishiguro); 

(2) a personal computer having a USB port, a keyboard, 
a display, memory and a processor (see Figure 2 and more details on column 6, 
lines 7-62 of Ishiguro); 

(3) an electric coupling capable of connecting said device 
to said personal computer through said USB port such that said memory in said device 
is accessible to said personal computer (column 7, lines 32-41 of Ishiguro); 

(4) a reference database capable of being stored in 
memory; said database being encrypted using an encryption key; said encryption key 
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being derived from a predetermined value that identifies an authorized location for 
storing said database (column 14, lines 33-55 of Ishiguro); and 

(5) wherein said personal computer and said device 
access said memory of said device only by using authorized software (column 16, line 
64 through column 17, line 10; column 17, lines 26-30 of Ishiguro). 

ii. Although Ishiguro teaches the claimed invention subject 
matter using encryption key, Ishiguro is silent on the capability of disclosing said 
encryption key being derived from a predetermined value. On the other hand, Chou 
teaches this limitation on column 3, lines 2-13 of Chou. 

iii. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to: 

(1) have modified the invention of Ishiguro with the 
teaching of Chou for providing secure and ciphered communications between any type 
of computer, including laptops and palmtops (column 1, lines 5-7 of Chou). 

iv. The ordinary skilled person would have been motivated to: 
(1) have modified the invention of Ishiguro with the 

teaching of Chou to provide a new and improved method and apparatus of providing 
secure communications between intercoupled computers (column 1, lines 21-23 of 
Chou). 

b. Referring to claim 2: 

i. The combination of teaching between Ishiguro and Chou 
teaches an electronic reference system. Chou further teaches: 

(1) wherein said predetermined value is a Device Serial 
Number assigned to said device (column 3, lines 2-13 of Chou). 

c. Referring to claim 3: 

i. The combination of teaching between Ishiguro and Chou 
teaches an electronic reference system. Chou further teaches: 

(1) wherein said predetermined value is a Device Serial 
Number assigned to said personal computer (column 3, lines 2-13 of Chou). 

d. Referring to claim 4: 
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i. The combination of teaching between Ishiguro and Chou 
teaches an electronic reference system. Chou further teaches: 

(1) wherein said predetermined value is a file system 
serial number assigned to said memory on said device (column 3, lines 2-13 of Chou). 
e. Referring to claim 5: 

i. The combination of teaching between Ishiguro and Chou 
teaches an electronic reference system. Ishiguro and Chou further teaches: 

(1) wherein said predetermined value is a file system 
serial number assigned to said memory on said device when said database is the first 
database stored on said memory (column 14, lines 33-55 of Ishiguro); and wherein is 
a Device Serial Number assigned to said device for any database stored on said 
memory subsequent to said first database (column 3, lines 2-13 of Chou). 

5. Claims 6-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ishiguro et al (US 7,143,445), in view of Chou (US 5,638,444), and further in view 
of Joyce et al (US 6,934,533 B2). 

a. Referring to claim 6: 

i. The combination of teaching between Ishiguro and Chou 
teaches an electronic reference system, and Ishiguro further teaches: 

(1) wherein said authorized software will derive an 
encryption voucher from the Device Serial Number assigned to the device on which the 
database is stored in memory and decrypt said database only if said encryption key 
matches said encryption voucher (column 2, lines 21-27 of Ishiguro). 

ii. Although the combination of teaching between Ishiguro and 
Chou teaches an electronic reference system, however they are silent on the capability 
of deriving encryption voucher from the Device Serial Number. On the other hand, 
Joyce teaches this limitation on column 3, line 45 through column 4, line 11 of 
Joyce. 

iii. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to: 
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(1) have modified the combination of teaching between 
Ishiguro and Chou with the teaching of Joyce for providing secure and ciphered 
communications between any type of computer, including laptops and palmtops 
(column 1 , lines 5-7 of Chou). 

iv. The ordinary skilled person would have been motivated to: 

(1) have modified the combination of teaching between 
Ishiguro and Chou with the teaching of Joyce to provide a new and improved method 
and apparatus of providing secure communications between intercoupled computers 
(column 1, lines 21-23 of Chou). 

b. Referring to claims 7-9: 

i. These claims have limitations that is similar to those of claim 
6, thus they are rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 6 above. 

c. Referring to claim 1 0: 

i. The combination of teaching between Ishiguro, Chou, and 
Joyce teaches a method for securing digital rights of a database capable of being stored 
in memory on a portable reference device; said device having a processor, a display 
and a keyboard, wherein said device is capable of being connected to a PC such that 
said PC can access said memory in said device, the method comprising the steps of: 

(1) encrypting said database with an encryption key 
(column 14, lines 33-55 of Ishiguro); 

(2) said encryption key being derived from a file system 
serial number of an authorized location when said database is the first database stored 
on said memory; said encryption key being derived from a Device Serial Number of said 
authorized location when said database is not the first database stored on said memory 
(column 3, lines 2-13 of Chou); 

(3) storing said database in memory (column 14, lines 

33-55 of Ishiguro); 

(4) storing said encryption key in a header on said 
memory associated with said database (column 14, lines 33-55 of Ishiguro); 
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(5) accessing said database by an authorized software 
program (column 16, line 64 through column 17, line 10; column 17, lines 26-30 of 
Ishiguro); 

(6) reading said header associated with said database to 
determine the encryption key (column 14, lines 34-55 of Ishiguro); 

(7) calculating an encryption voucher (column 3, line 45 
through column 4, line 11 of Joyce); 

(8) said encryption voucher being derived from a file 
system serial number of the memory of the location on which the database is stored 
when said database is the first database and said encryption voucher being derived 
from a Device Serial Number of the location when said database is not the first 
database stored on said memory (column 14, lines 33-55 of Ishiguro), (column 3, 
lines 2-1 3 of Chou) and (column 3, line 45 through column 4, line 1 1 of Joyce); 

(9) decrypting said database only if said encryption 
voucher matches said encryption key (column 11, lines 1-5; column 15, lines 28-37 
of Ishiguro). 

ii. Although Ishiguro teaches the claimed invention subject 
matter using encryption key, Ishiguro is silent on the capability of disclosing said 
encryption key being derived from a predetermined value. On the other hand, Chou 
teaches this limitation on column 3, lines 2-13 of Chou. 

iii. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to: 

(1) have modified the invention of Ishiguro with the 
teaching of Chou for providing secure and ciphered communications between any type 
of computer, including laptops and palmtops (column 1, lines 5-7 of Chou). 

iv. The ordinary skilled person would have been motivated to: 
(1) have modified the invention of Ishiguro with the 

teaching of Chou to provide a new and improved method and apparatus of providing 
secure communications between intercoupled computers (column 1, lines 21-23 of 
Chou). 
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v. Although the combination of teaching between Ishiguro and 
Chou teaches an electronic reference system, however they are silent on the capability 
of deriving encryption voucher from the Device Serial Number. On the other hand, 
Joyce teaches this limitation on column 3, line 45 through column 4, line 11 of 
Joyce. 

d. Referring to claim 11: 

i. The combination of teaching between Ishiguro, Chou, and 
Joyce teaches a method for securing digital rights of a database capable of being stored 
in memory on a portable reference device; said device having a processor, a display 
and a keyboard, wherein said device is capable of being connected to a PC such that 
said PC can access said memory in said device, and Ishiguro further teaches: 

(1) wherein said PC is connected to said device via a 
USB port (see Figure 2 and more details on column 6, lines 7-62 of Ishiguro). 

e. Referring to claim 12: 

i. The combination of teaching between Ishiguro, Chou, and 
Joyce teaches a method for securing digital rights of a database capable of being stored 
in memory on a portable reference device; said device having a processor, a display 
and a keyboard, wherein said device is capable of being connected to a PC such that 
said PC can access said memory in said device, and Chou further teaches: 

(1) wherein said encryption key is derived by using a 
mangling algorithm (column 3, lines 3-13 of Chou). 

f. Referring to claim 13: 

i. The combination of teaching between Ishiguro, Chou, and 
Joyce teaches a method for securing digital rights of a database capable of being stored 
in memory on a portable reference device; said device having a processor, a display 
and a keyboard, wherein said device is capable of being connected to a PC such that 
said PC can access said memory in said device, and Ishiguro further teaches: 

(1) wherein said authorized software program that is 
accessing said database is installed on the PC (column 16, line 64 through column 
17, line 10; column 17, lines 26-30 of Ishiguro). 
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g. Referring to claims 14-17: 

i. These claims have limitations that is similar to those of 
. claims 10 and 2, thus they are rejected with the same rationale applied against claims 
10 and 2 above. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

a. Cronce et al (US 7,032,240) discloses a portable authorization 
device for authorizing use of protected information and associated method (see Title). 

b. Rademacher (US 6,804,727 B1) discloses a method for 
communication from a host computer to a peripheral device (see Title). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Thanhnga (Tanya) Truong 
whose telephone number is 571-272-3858. 



the examiner's supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached at 571-272-3859. The fax and 
phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 



application or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone 
number is 571-272-2100. 



If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful 



Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this 



TBT 




April 18, 2007 



